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Remarks 

Claims 1 to 20 are pending. Claim 1 is amended. Support for the amendment may be 
found, inter alia, in the specification as filed at page 9, lines 15-17. Applicant notes tliat Claims 
16-18 are indicated as allowable and Claims 7, 8, 15 and 20 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim but otherwise allowable (see Office Action at page 5). The cover 
Office Action Summaay, however, indicates that all pending claims 1-20 are rejected. Applicant 
assumes the indication on the Summary is incorrect and will respond accordingly. Applicant 
thanks the Examiner for tlie indication of allowable subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections under 35 U»S.C. jS 102 Rejections 

The Examiner continues, and makes final, the rejection of Claims 1-6 and 9-13 under 35 
U.S.C § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,900,123 (Barlow et al). The Examiner 
points to Figure 6 of Barlow as disclosing all elements of Claim 1, including a base and first and 
second slots in the base wherein the first and second slots are adapted to moveably engage 
simultaneously with two axes (110) on which the cassette is capable of being mounted. The 
Bxamdner asseits that the base shown by Barlow is "rotatable" when engaged simultaneously with 
the two axes, at least in so &r as the term rotatable may be interpreted to require only relative 
motion. 

Applicant again respectfiilly traverses the rejectioo. However the term "rotatable" naay be 
intezpieted or defined. Claim 1 as amended requires that the recited base be moveable in a least a 
dhrection which is peipmdicular to the longitudinal direction of the cassette. This type of 
movement Barlow's configmation clearly cannot meet. While there may be angular movement of 
Barlow's hubs about the pins 110, th^ is no relative longitudinal movement For at least this 
reason, Applicant believes the pending Qahn 1 is patentable over the Barlow reference. Moreover, 
because Claims 2-6 and 9-13 depend on Claim 1, liiese dependant claims are patentable for at least 
the same reasons as the base claim. Applicant respectfully requests withdi:awal of the rejectiorL 

The Examiner also continues the rejection of Claim 19 under 35 USC § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,631,993 (Cloud et al). In response to Applicant's arguments 
presented ia the immediately preceding Amendment that the construction of the device shown by 
Cloud et al. is not capable of the movement recited in the rejected clahns, the Bxammer, citing In re 
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Hutchinson, 69 U.S-P.Q. 138 for support, asserts that tlie phrase "adapted to" perfoim a fimction is 
not a positive limitatioii and therefore may not, in itself, impart patentability. 

Although Applicant disagrees with the blanket assertion that the phrase "adapted to" cannot 
be relied upon to impart patentability, to facilitate prosecution Applicant has deleted that phrase 
from the claim. AppHcant believes the offered amendment corrects the formal defect noted by the 
Examiner. Applicant does not, however, believe the amendment substantively affects what he 
considers to be the scope of the claimed invention. Applicant respectfiiUy requests reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the rejection. 

The Examiner also maintains the rejection of Claims 1 and 1 0-14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,119,459 (Meyerhoefer et ai.). The Examiner asserts^ pointing to 
Figure 6 of the reference, that Meyerhoefer et al. disclose a cassette having a base; fest and second 
curved slots in the base; and two axes on which the cassette is capable of being mounted such that 
the base is rotatable when engaged simultaneously with the two axes. 

Applicant again respectfully traverses the rejection. As with the above distinctions over the 
Barlow reference, Claim 1 requires that the recited base be moveable in a least a direction which is 
peipendicular to the longitudinal direction of the cassette. The Meyerhoef^ reference neither 
discloses nor suggests a device having the capability for this type of motion. For at least this 
reason^ Applicant believes the pending Claim 1 is patentable over the Barlow reference. Moreover, 
because Claims 10-14 depend on Claim 1, these dependant claims are patentable for at least the 
same reasons as Hie base claina. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the lejectionr 

In view of the amendments and arguments presented above. Applicant respectfully 
submits that the application is in condition for allowance and therefore requests reconsideration 
of the application. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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